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1. With regard to the elements of the international application-* 
the international application as originally filed 
the description: 
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, filed with the letter of 



, as originally filed 

filed with the demand 



the claims: 
pages 



pages 
pages 



1-15 



^ as originally filed 

, as amended (together with any statement under Article 19 

filed with the demand 



the drawings: 

pages 

pages 



^, filed with the letter of 16 March 2005 (16.03.2005) 



, as originally filed 
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pages 

pages 
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U ^^e^l^guage of the translation &mlshed for tiie purposes of intcn^ational p..linunary examination (under Rule 55.2 and/ 
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CD contained in the international application in written form. 

filed together with the international application in computer readable foim. 
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The amendments have resulted In the cancellation of 
the description, pages 

□ the claims, Nos. 

□ the drawings, sheets/fig 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1- Statemoit 

Novelty (N) Claims 1-15 YES 

NO 



Claims 



Inventive step (IS) Claims YES 

Claims i_i5 jjq 



Industrial applicabilily (lA) Claims 1-15 



YES 



Claims j^q 



2. Citations and explanations 

Reference is made to the following docvmients: 

Dl: US-A-5 747 265 (RUGG ARTHUR E et al.), 5 May 1998 (1998-05-05) 
D2: US-A-5 753 444 (COOMBS JANA et al . ) , 19 May 1998 (1998-05-19) 
D3: KONONEN et al . : "Tissue microarrays for high-throughput 

molecular profiling of ttimour specimens", NATURE MEDICINE, 
NATURE PUBLISHING, CO, US, Vol. 4, No. 7, July 1998 (1998-07), 
pages 844-847, XP002160224, ISSN 1078-8956 

Lack of inventive step (PCT Article 33(3)) 

The application fails to meet the requirements of PCT Article 33(1) 
because the subject matter of claims 1 to 15 does not involve an 
inventive step (PCT Article 33(3)). 

The amended claim 1 relates to a method for assembling a 
collection of isolated human tissue samples. Document D3, which is 
considered to be the prior art closest to the subject matter of 
claim 1, also discloses (the references in parentheses are to D3) 
a method for assembling a collection of isolated human tissue 
samples (see the abstract) . D3 also mentions the advantages of 
standardised conditions: "Tissues fixed in a uniform manner 
provide a substantial advantage compared with variably fixed 
archival tissues..." (page 844, right-hand column) . The subject 
matter of claim 1 differs from the known method in that the period 
(between isolation and preservation) is defined as less than 25 
minutes with a maximum deviation of 10%. The technical effect can 
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seen in the statistical verification of experimental results 
(page 2. lines 28 to 33) . The problem addressed by the present 
invention can thus be seen as that of providing a method for 
assembling a statistically significant collection of samples. 

The solution (preservation within a defined period after 
isolation) is not inventive for the following reasons: 

It is already known from Dl (column 1, lines 54 to 56) that 
the period between isolation and preservation is important 
("a ... short half life makes the sampling time critical") 
Hence both the problem and its solution (standardisation of 
the period) were already generally known. 
- Claim 1 defines the period as 25 minutes with a maximum 

deviation of 10%. Figure 1 in the present application shows a 
change in the protein composition within a matter of minutes 
in vxew of the changes shown in figure 1 (for example, between 
15 and 20 minutes, or between 20 and 30 minutes), it is clear 
that a 10% deviation does not result in a statistically 
significant collection of samples. Claim 1 therefore fails to 
solve the problem. 

Other independent claims 

The same line of reasoning applies similarly to independent 
claim 15. The subject matter of independent claim 15 therefore 
does not involve an inventive step (pct Article 33(3)). 

Dependent claims 

Dependent claims 2 to 14 do not contain any features that meet the 
PCT requirements in respect of novelty and inventive step when 
combined with the features of any of the back-referenced claims 
(see documents Dl to D3 and the passages cited in the search 
report) . 
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